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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 15 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Applicant teaches of the 
background having a "coloration" that presents a "consistent and visually uninterrupted" 
backdrop. Consistent and uninterrupted would have different meanings to different 
people who are skilled in the art. Therefore, the claims are indefinite and unclear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 8-12, 14-19, 22-29, 30, and 35-36 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Applicants Admitted Prior Art in view of Loban et al. 
(US#5612741). Applicant discusses that it is "common" for backdrops at press 
conferences to have "team or organizational logos" as well as "sponsor logos" [section 
0003]. Applicant states that the problem with the current system is that they "are static 
and do not change during the course of an interview" [section 0002]. Loban et al. 
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teaches of a video billboard that can be used to display messages of multiple 
advertisers that can be controlled electronically without having to be physically updated 
[abstract, background of the invention]. Loban et al. explains the difficulty of changing 
static advertisements [col 1, lines 10-15] and why dynamic advertisements solve this 
problem. 

5. Regarding claims 1,16, 30 and 35-36, applicant teaches of generating a set of 
video signals (consisting of advertisements or logs) that are displayed on a video 
display. At some point later, the video display changes to display a second set of video 
signals (advertisements or logs) that are different from the first. At some point later, the 
video display changes to display a second set of video signals (advertisements or 
logos) that are different from the first. Loban et al. teaches of a billboard that displays 
advertisements on a video screen and can be electronically updated [col 1, lines 15-16]. 
Therefore, it would be obvious to one skilled in the art to run the press conference as 
admitted by applicant in a dynamic method taught by Loban et al. so as to show multiple 
advertisements. 

6. Regarding claims 3 and 18, applicant teaches of using the video source to 
display "replays of a portion of a game." Loban et al. teaches that it is common for 
electronic displays that are used for advertisements to also show instant replays, 
customer information, etc. [col 1, lines 20-23]. 

7. Regarding claims 4, 12, 19 and 26-27, applicant teaches of using a "controller to 
interact" with the display unit. Loban et al teaches of a "remote control unit (RCU)" that 
allows one to operate the billboard [col 3, lines 45-50]. 
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8. Regarding claims 9-10 and 23-24, applicant teaches of a "paid sponsor" 
advertisement being displayed for a period of time after which a second "paid sponsor" 
advertisement would be displayed for another period of time. This is fundamentally 
what a dynamic advertisement (ie. multiple advertisements) system would entail. Loban 
et al. teaches of advertisements being displayed for a selected "time period" [claim 9, 
col 7, lines 6-10]. 

9. Regarding claims 8,11, 22, and 25, applicant teaches of the specific type of 
advertisement that is to be displayed ("team logo" or "ticket sales"). Applicant admits 
that static backgrounds during press conferences currently display "team logos" 
amongst other things [section 0003]. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art to use these static advertisements on a dynamic display during a press conference. 

10. Regarding claims 2, 14, 17, and 28, applicant teaches of using a "split screen 
mode" to allow for two video signals to be displayed simultaneously. Loban et al. 
teaches of a billboard system with multiple video screens that are independent of each 
other [claim 19, col 8, lines 28-54]. These multiple video screens can be used to make 
the original advertisement bigger (tying the screens together) or to display multiple 
advertisements on the individual screens of the billboard. Loban et al.'s "split screen" is 
true split screen with two screens lined up lined up next to each other. Loban et al.'s 
split screen accomplishes the same task (two advertisements being displayed next to 
each other) that the applicant teaches. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art to change Loban et al.'s two screen split screen to split screen that is 
done within one screen. 
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1 1 . Regarding claims 1 5 and 29, applicant teaches of using a "mask member" to 
overlay the monitor housings in order to create a visually uninterrupted backdrop 
background. Applicant admits that it is common for the background to be "camera 
friendly" and to be setup with a variety of different materials being used [sec 0002]. 
Applicant teaches of a using a "mask member 1 ' in order to make the displays "visually 
interrupted" or camera friendly. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art using displays at press conferences to use mask members or other materials to 
make the background "camera friendly." 

12. Claims 5-7, 20-21, and 31-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Applicants Admitted Prior Art in view of Loban et al. 
(US5612741) in view of Carter (US5439043). Applicant discusses that it is "common" 
for backdrops at press conferences to have "team or organizational logos" as well as 
"sponsor logos" [section 0003]. Applicant states that the problem with the current 
system is that they "are static and do not change during the course of an interview" 
[section 0002]. Loban et al. teaches of a video billboard that can be used to display 
messages of multiple advertisers that can be controlled electronically without having to 
be physically updated [abstract, background of the invention]. Loban et al. explains the 
difficulty of changing static advertisements [col 1, lines 10-15] and why dynamic 
advertisements solve this problem. Carter teaches of a display system that can be used 
during press conferences [background of the invention, lines 5-28]. 

Regarding claim 5 and 20, applicant teaches of disassembling the backdrop after 
a press conference has completed. Carter teaches assembly, disassembly and 
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transporting of the apparatus [background of the invention, lines 5-10] after a press 
conference. The assembly and disassembly of press conference apparatus as 
proposed by applicant is taught by Carter. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
assemble and disassemble Loban et al.'s system when being used at a press 
conference. 

Regarding claims 6-7, 21, and 31-32, applicant teaches of packing the backdrop 
in a protective transport case. Carter teaches of assembly and reassembly of the 
apparatus. Official notice is taken that people have used protective containers and 
mobile carts when moving equipment. It would have been obvious to use a protective 
container to protect the apparatus and use a cart to move it. 

13. Claims 13, 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over applicants admitted prior art in view of Loban et al. (US5612741) in further 
view of applicants admitted prior art. 

Regarding claim 13, applicant teaches of "zooming in or zooming out" from a 
selected area of the video display. Applicant openly admits that commercially available 
video display screens currently achieve that function [detailed description, section 19]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art to use that function with 
Loban et al.'s video billboard for press conferences. 

Regarding claims 33 and 34, applicant describes using "at least two plasma 
display" screens. Applicant discloses commercially available plasma screens that are 
used to achieve this goal [detailed description, section 0019]. Applicant also discloses 
that other alternative components exist that can be readily used [detailed description, 
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section 0016]. It would be obvious to use plasma screens or any other video displaying 
technology that was commercially available to display the content. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious for one skilled in the art to use, amongst other things, plasma 
display screens. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Palani P. Rathinasamy whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-5906. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5p. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on (571) 272-6724. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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